THE AGE OF MACHINERY
The social programme of the chartists, unlike their politi-
cal programme, was never stated with precision. There was
nothing to correspond on the social side of the movement to
the csix points.5 The reason doubtless was that, while they
were united on the political platform, they were completely
divided on the social platform. They were acutely conscious
of the wretched condition of the people yet they produced
no constructive platform. Carlyle could therefore with
correctness define chartism to mean cthe bitter discontent
of the working class/ for in its social aspect it was little more
than a vague expression of intense unrest.
None the less some of the chartist leaders did commit
themselves to concrete proposals, though they were mutually
contradictory and destructive. In the ferment of ideas two
main schools of thought emerged. The first was reactionary.
It sought inspiration in a past which it idealized as the
golden age of the English people: its cry was 'back to the land.3
The agrarian projects were a protest against the econo-
mic order called into existence by machinery, which had
developed the factory system and concentrated large bodies of
operatives amidst unhealthy surroundings. The second
school accepted as inevitable the changes which were taking
place, and did not seek to stem the tide of industrialism that
was fast submerging the old landmarks. Men like William
Lovett saw the salvation of the working class not in a return
to an idealized past but in co-operation, and above all in the
education and moral up-lifting of the masses. Ultimately
the conflict between the two opposing factions resolved itself
into a conflict of ideas between those who treated the social
problem as purely a bread and butter question, and those
who put before themselves also a moral ideal. The nobler
conception was expressed by Lovett in words which are still
pregnant with meaning: 'Unless the social and political
superstructure were based upon the intelligence and morality
of the people, they would only have exchanged despotism for
despotism and one set of oppressors for another.9
Apart from the main cleavage of opinion in the chartist
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